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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
DAWN W. HORNE, 
Plaintiff-Respondent, 
vs. 
W. REID HORNE, 
De f e nd an t-Ap pe 1 la n t. 
Cas^ No. 20187 
^ ? Q O ( X K A 
PETITION FOR REHEARING 
Pursuant to Rule 35 of the Rules of the Utah 
Court of Appeals, Plaintiff-Respondent hereby petitions the 
court for a rehearing of the above matter. This petition is 
based on the grounds that the court has misapprehended 
the following points of law or fact: 
1. The evidence in the record to support the 
lower court's determination that the stipulation signed 
August 17, 1984, nunc pro tunc to June 20, 1984, was 
actually entered June 20, 1984. 
2. The authority of this court to overrule 
the findings, determinations and judgments of the lower 
court when such findings are supported by evidence in 
the record. 
3. The issuance of the nunc pro tunc order 
in exchange for a dismissal by Plaintiff of misconduct 
charges against her attorney. i 
COURT OF APPEALS 
Each of these arguments is discussed more fully 
in Plaintiffs-Respondent's brief filed in conjunction 
herewith. 
As counsel for the Petitionee I hereby certify 
that the foregoing Petition is presented in good faith and 
not for purposes of delay. 
DATED this JS^day of June, 1987. 
BRAUNBERGER, POULSEN & BOUD, P.C. 
fobelrt J. ££>Glsen 
David A. Wilde 
Bradley R. Jones 
6/7/87,b24-25,le 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that four true and correct copies 
of the foregoing PETITION FOR REHEARING were mailed, postage 
prepaid, on the < Sday of June, 1987, to the following: 
RICHARD K. CRANDALL 
RODNEY R. PARKER 
SNOW, CHRISTENSEN & MARTINEAU 
Attorneys for Appellant 
10 Exchange Place, Eleventh Floor! 
Post Office Box 3000 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110 
Telephone: (801) 521-9000 
6/7/87,B23,le 
